In re VANDENBOSSCHE 
09/583,583 


REMARKS 

The Examiner ,s thanked for the Non-Final Action dated April 08, 2003 and the 
Communication dated November 6, 2003. We above amendment and remarks to follow are 
intended to be fully responsive thereto. 


The drawings were objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a) for failing to illustrate every feature 
of the invention specified in the claims. Applicant has amended the claims to clearly recite that 
element 36 is a bearing of the machme housing. As explained at page 7 of the original 
speculation, the alternator compnses a housing provided with a front and rear bearing connected 
together by, for example, screws. Figures 5 shows the housing 3 and bearing 36. 


The specification was objected to and claims 1, 3-1. and 13 were rejected for failing to 
adequately prov.de a written descnption for the claims limitation that, "... the seat is separate 
from the housing and not in contact with satd housmg. . " Applicant has amended this phrase as 
foliows: "... the seat is separate from the heusiflg fearingiSQ and no. in contact with said 
he^ mmiM, ..." Applicant respectfully submits that this amendment overcomes the 
objection to the specification and the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §112, firs, paragraph. 


No new matter has been entered by the foregoing amendment. 
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Claims 1, 3-7, 9 and U were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipate by 
Komurasaki e. al. (USP 5,619,108). Claim 10 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. !03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Komurasaki e, al. 408 in view of Jaeschke (USP 4,469,968). Cairn 8 was 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Komurasaki et al. ' 108 in view of 
Kato (USP 5,536,972). Claim 13 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Komurasaki et a.. "108 in view of Nakata, et al. 4,990,811. AppHcant respectfully submits 
that these rejections are traversed in view of the above amendments and the following comments. 

Claim 1 requires that the insulating support 4 include an opening 22. Komurasaki e. al. 
'108 fails to disclose an insulating support having an opening. 

In Komurasaki et al. ' 108, a central component 51 of a rectangular parallelled controls 
the voltage generated by a vehicle alternating-current generator (see col. 5, lines 24-27). The 
central component 5 1 "contains a hybrid IC 59 on a copper frame 58 and is sealed with epoxy 
in." See column 5, lines 27-30. The component 51 is closed and lacks the opening recited in 


resin 
the instant claims. 


Furthermore, Komurasaki et al. '108 has a heat sink 24, but the heat smk 24 has an 
unknown coefficient of expansion. Applicant has amended claim 1 to include the limitation of 

pendmg clahn 3 whereby "the^s^^ 

theseat." The prior art fails to teach or render obvious this limitation. 

Lastly, claim 10 is not taught or rendered obvious by the prior art. In Jaeschke '968, 
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fastening means (rivets) 77 fasten the dissipating member 71 (col. 4, lines 37, 47). 

Claims 1, 3-11, and 13 are not believed to be in condition for allowance and notice to that 
effect is earnestly solicited. Should the Examiner believe further discussion regarding the above 
claim language would expedite prosecution, he is invited to contact the undersigned at the 
number listed below. 


Respectfully submitted: 


By:. 



Matthew Stavish 
Reg. No. 36,286 


Liniak, Berenato & White 
Suite 240 

6550 Rock Spring Drive 
Bethesda, Maryland 20817 
(301) 896-0600 
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